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Therefore, appellant respectfully requests that this court [what court should do]. 
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Richard J. Urrizaga 
Inmate #35703 
s.l.e.1. 
P.O. Box 8509 
Beise, 10 83707 
• • 
STATE OF IDAHO 
OFFICE OF THE STATE APPELLATE PUBLIC DEFENDER 
June 13, 2011 
RE: State v. Urrizaga. Information regarding the state laboratory 
Docket No. 30174,32317 & 33457 
Dear Mr. Urrizaga: 
You are receiving this letter because our records indicate that after January 1, 2003, 
the State Appellate Public Defender was appointed to represent you in an appeal from a 
conviction involving either controlled SUbstances or driving while under the influence. The 
State Appellate Public Defender has recently received information which may have affected 
your case. Enclosed you will find copies of three memorandums sent out by the Idaho 
State Police which indicate that as early as 2003, certain improprieties occurred in at least 
one of the state's forensic laboratories. 
Please note, the State Appellate Public Defender has :not determined whether the 
information contained herein actually affected your case. Rather, we are notifying you of 
this information so you may review it, consider whether to investigate the issue further, and ' 
determine whether you wish to pursue any post-conviction challenges to your conviction. 
The State Appellate Public Defender, and any conflict attorney we may have hired, 
were appointed to represent you only for purposes of appeal. Because this newly 
discovered information cannot be offered for the first time in an appeal, it is not now and 
was not ever relevant to your present or past appeal. Accordingly. neither this office, nor 
any conflict attorney assigned by this office, can help you raise any challenges to your 
conviction based upon this information. Instead, you may wish to consult with either the 
prison resource center or an attorney about your legal options. If you do desire to pursue 
any legal challenges. please be aware that most legal proceedings have strict timelines 
which must be met. 
Enclosures 
s~nce[e~.""1 . . 
Util~' / M~lIy J. Huskey, 0 
Idaho State Appellate Public Defender 
State Appellate Public Defender 
3050 N. Lake Harbor Lane, Suite 100 
Boise, ID 83703 
Telephone: (208) 334-2712 FAX: (208) 334-2985 
000022 
Details - Idaho Department of Correction Page 1 of2 
Search details: 
[ New Search] [ Result Summary ] 
RICHARD JOHN URRIZAGA #35703 
Status: Inmate 
Date of Birth: 
Mailing Address: Contact Idaho Department of Correction 
Records Information for current location 
details. 
IDOC Sentence Information 
The sentence information shown is for active sentences under the jurisdiction, custody, 
and/or supervision of the Idaho Department of Correction only. 
Offense Sentencing County Case No. Sentence Satisfaction Date 
DRUG TRAFFICKING TWIN FALLS CR03-3282 04/05/2025 
Parole Eligibility Date: 
Last Parole Activity: 10/01/2003 
The Idaho Department of Correction updates this information regularly, to ensure that 
it is complete and accurate; however, this information can change quickly. Therefore, 
the information on this site may not reflect the true content, location, status, 
scheduled termination date, or other information regarding an offender. 
More Information: 
This offender search service is designed to provide basic information about an offender. If 
you need additional basic offender record information, contact inquireGUcorr.state.id.us. 
Formal requests for copies of records should be mailed to: 
Records Bureau 
Idaho Department of Correction 
1299 N. Orchard Street, Suite 110 
Boise, ID 83706 
If you want to learn more about parole procedures, or need specific information about a 
parole eligibility date, tentative parole date and/or hearing results, please contact the Idaho 
Commission of Pardons & P~. 
For information on Idaho Department of Correction visitation and mail regulatlOns, please go 
to: 
http://www.idoe.idaho.goY/ourfacilities/visiting.htm 
Copyright © 2000-2003, Idaho Department of Correction. All rights reserved. Home I Contact Us I :>tate of idaho 




for Twin Falls County 
P.O. Box 126 
Twin Falls, ID 83303 
Phone: (208) 736-4020 
Fax: (208) 736-4120 
IN THE DISTRlCT COURT OF THE FIFTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE STATE 
OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF TWIN FALLS 










Case No. CR 03-0633 
SUPPLEMENTAL RESPONSE TO 
REQUEST FOR DISCOVERY 
COMES NOW, the Twin Falls County Prosecuting Attorney's Office by and through 
its Attorney of Record, J. L. Kroeger, Deputy Prosecuting Attorney, and submits the 
following Supplemental Response to the Request for Discovery: 
1. Copy of Idaho State Police Forensic Services Criminalistic Analysis Reports, 
dated 2/19/03 & 2/28/03. (1e pages) 
The State sub,mits the following additional witness(s): 
1. Heather Campbell, Forensic Criminalist, Idaho State Police Forensic Services, 
Meridian, ID. 
Supplemental Response to Request for Discovery - 1 
The State reserves the right to supplement discovery as infom1ation becomes available. 




1\' L. Kroeg"f 
$eputy Prosecuting Attorney 
Supplemental Response to Request for Discovery - 2 
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1 I accept responsibility for it. Now let me spend the next 1 that I made with Mr. Urrizaga. 
2 five hours telling you why everyone connected with this 2 As I said earlier, I have thought this 
3 transaction is ill motivated, why it ain't so, why it ain't 3 through repeatedly and carefully. I do not have any 
4 fair. It's a huge distraction. 4 inclination to change this sentence as I sit here right 
5 The long and the short of it is you can't 5 now. I think Mr. Urrizaga is a very tragic figure in the 
6 simply do away with the salient fact which is he sold a 6 sense that he's a person who's very personable, who is very 
7 large quantity of methamphetamine for a large amount of 7 intelligent, who could have done some very good and 
8 cash and do it in one sentence and say now let's move onto 8 important things with his life and his time and elected 
9 something more important. There isn't anything more 9 instead to be a drug dealer. That's a real shame. He 
10 important. That's the gravamen of the case. That's what 10 could have done something good for the community and 
11 . justified the sentence. 11 instead was one of the largest purveyors of methamphetamine 
12 Since that sentencing I have reconsidered 12 in the west end of the county. It is just as simple as 
13 and pondered in my own mind whether or not it was fair and 13 that. 
14 reasonable. I have done that time after time after time. 14 I repeatedly for a long period of time 
15 I now have, I guess, an even larger database of information 15 after Mr. Urrizaga was sentenced was reminded about how 
16 from which to operate in terms of gauging the 16 extensive his involvement in that culture was because I saw 
17 proportionality of the sentence with the gravity of the 17 defendant after defendant after defendant after defendant, 
18 crime simply because I have been a judge longer and I have 18 mostly from the Buhl and Filer area who were involved in 
19 seen more people Similarly situated. 19 one way, shape or form or another with Mr. Urrizaga's 
20 What I know based upon what I've done since 20 enterprise. It seemed like there was no end to those folks 
21 is that by comparison Mr. Urrizaga's sentence was 21 for a period of about a year or 18 months and finally time 
I 
22 relatively mild and that I have sentenced several other 22 took its toll and I stopped having to deal with folks who 
23 individuals accused of methamphetamine trafficking in 23 had been Mr. Urrizaga's confederates or customers or 
24 Twin Falls County in exchange for cash to longer sentences 24 suppliers or mules or salesmen. 
I 
25 than I gave Mr. Urrizaga. And looking back on this 25 But it was clear to me, as I said earlier, 
23 25 
1 sentence today and on Mr. Urrizaga as an individual, I 1 that what was needed here was a stiff dose of punishment 
I 2 don't feel like I have any apologies to give anyone for 2 and the legislature in this case prescribed that I send 3 this sentence. I think it was reasonable under the 3 Mr. Urrizaga to the penitentiary for a mandatory minimum 
4 circumstances and I think it was fair under the 4 period of five years. Given the quantities of po.} -l~o 
I 5 circumstances. 5 methamphetamine involved, it was actually ~~rs, but 6 We are a community awash in methamphetamine. 6 part of the plea bargain arrangement was that Mr. Urrizaga 
7 From what I can tell, while he was at large in this 7 was only subjected to the five year penalty. That was the 
I 8 community, Mr. Urrizaga was a very important factor in that 8 deal. I went along with'thatpart of the deal. 9 circumstance. The message that I have to send here was 9 But the long and the short of it is here is 
10 both to Mr. Urrizaga and to other people. To Mr. Urrizaga, 10 that Mr. Urrizaga was one of the direct targets that the 
I 11 that for the next period of somewhere between 12 and 22 11 
Idaho legislature had in mind when they enacted the drug 
12 years you're not going to be selling methamphetamine in 12 control statutes that had mandatory minimum sentenCing 
13 Twin Falls County. To other people, if you sell large 13 provisions. It was people like Mr. Urrizaga that they 
I 14 quantities of methamphetamine in Twin Falls County in 
14 intended to reach and they succeeded in this case. I was 
15 exchange for cash, you are going to the penitentiary for a 15 asked to give Mr. Urrizaga life imprisonment and I gave him 
16 very long period of time. 16 25 years or 22 years, eXOJse me, on the top end and 12 on 
I 17 
There was a definite deterrent component 17 the bottom. I believe that I was asked -- I believe that 
19 both to Mr. Urrizaga and to others in the community at 18 the request was 20 to life, or 25 to life and I don't 
19 large with this sentence. This was a fairly high profile 19 remember which. But the sentence that I was asked to 
I 20 case and it was my intention to make a point both with 
20 impose was much harsher than the one I did impose. 
21 Mr. Urrizaga and with other people, and that is, that if 21 One of the reasons that the sentence was not 
22 you make methamphetamine or you sell it in large 22 as harsh as I was requested to impose was that the State 
I 23 quantities, come expecting to go to jail. Bring your 
23 did not provide as much information as could have been 
24 toothbrush and a pocketbook because you're going to go and 24 provided with regard to the extent of his traffICking 
25 that's the end of the story. And that was the decision 25 operations. Had that evidence been presented as 
I 
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'f\;vin Falls County' Office of the Public Defender 
Marilyn B. Paul, Chief Public Defender 
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